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in the sample persons who did not respond in the previous wave of data collection, it is said that each of the 1980-1983 waves interviewed almost .95 of the wave-1 sample. The CLMS, in contrast, lost about .10 of its sample per wave and did not retain nonrespondents from previous waves. Thus by wave 4, it obtained interviews with only .729 of the wave-1 sample.
Measurements
To the extent one focuses on labor force outcomes and income äs dependent variables and uses Standard human capital-type variables (e.g., education, training, age), either data base might be of value, although the lengthy NLS questionnaire contains a much wider ränge of social and economic measures than does the CLMS.  (One must wonder, however/ about the extent to which fatigue may contaminate the replies of the respondents to the NLS.)
Error Structure
The reliability and validity of these data do not appear (from the available documentation) to be buttressed by explicit estimates of the error and bias introduced by respondents, interviewers, coders, proces-sors, and so on. Since the Census Bureau has a routine re-interview procedure, some test-retest measurements are likely available for the CLMS data set.  Information on other aspects of the error and bias that affect these data do not appear to be available.  It may be reasonable, however, to assume that an error profile for many of these measurements might be similar to those for similar measurements made in other surveys (see, for example, Brooks and Bailar's (1978) error profile for the CPS labor force measurements). Nonetheless, the fact that the population of interest is quite unlike a cross-section of the adult population would argue for caution in making such an assumption.
Time Period for Evaluation
If we assume that recall and other errors in the interview data (and processing and reporting errors in Social Security earnings records) are not too troubling, the CLMS data provide interview data for three years after a young person entered a program. The Social Security earnings records extend this time frame even further (e.g., for the 1975 program entrants we may have earnings in 1983) .
For the NLS data we have waves of data covering five years of actual interviewing. Since the NLS obtained retrospective data in its initial interview, for some respondents we will have outcomes that were measured more than five years after participation in a program.

